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The Equal Rights Amendment Is Introduced 


Representative Louis Ludlow (Democrat) of Indiana is shown receiving the congratulations of a 
delegation from the National Woman's Party upon the occasion of the introduction of the Equal 
Rights Amendment in the Seventy-third Congress. He is seen shaking hands with Maud Younger 
of California, Congressional Chairman of the Woman's Party. The amendment is now House 
Joint Resolution Number One of the new Congress, called in extraordinary session to deal with 
the economic crisis. Left to right: Fanny Bunand-Sevastos, Mabe] Van Dyke, Hazel Hinrichs of 
Illinois, Mrs. Dwight Clark of New York, Helen Watzman, District of Columbia; Mr. Ludlow, 
Miss Younger, Adelaide Johnson, and Mrs. Louis Ludlow, wife of Representative Ludlow. 
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OBsSECT OF THE WOMAN’S PARTY 


The object of this organization shall be 

to secure for women complete equality 

with men under the law and in all human 
relationships. 


THE LOCRETIA MOTT AMENDMENT 

“Men and women shall have Equal Rights 

throughout the Onited States and every 
place subject to its jurisdiction.” 


“Congress shall have power to enforce 
this article by appropriate legislation.” 


Senate Joint Resolution Number 52) 
House Joint Resolution Number 55] 


Introduced in the Senate June 4, 1929, 
by SENATOR GERALD P. North Dakota. 


Introduced in the House January 11, 1982, 
by REPRESENTATIVE Louis LUDLOW, 
Indiana. 


Elizabeth Selden Rogers, N.Y. 


Equal Rights 


The Engine of Altruism 


HERE never was a time before in the history of the world when it was 

ey so important for women to work for Equal Rights as at the present time. 

In the first place women can now quite conceivably win through to 

victory, whereas in the past their case has always been hopeless. In the 

second place, unless women secure Equal Rights in the very near future there 

is a strong, probability that the whole structure of civilization may collapse, 
leaving nothing but a few charred ruins as a memento. 

Considering that the earth has already been spinning in space for several 
hundreds of millions of years, it is an odd thing that right here and now, in 
the year of our Lord 1933, victory should be, for the first time, almost within 
the grasp of women. It is a point that will bear explaining. 


Until about one hundred and fifty years ago human society had always 
been what the Technocrats call “static.” 


The strength that a man had, as an engine of production, equaled about 
one-tenth of a horsepower. That puny strength, coupled with the draught 
power of man’s domestic animals, was all that the human race had to call 


upon to produce life’s essentials. Having in the last century and a half 


harnessed the lightning and the waterfall, and bridled steam, man is now 
9,000,000 times as strong as he was before. Woman, moreover, has gained in 
that new strength equally with man, It matters not whether a male.or a 


female hand directs the machine, for the power flows not from the hand, 
but from the dynamo. 


The second factor which has made possible a complete revolution in the 
status of women is the development of hygiene. At the founding of our country, 
and for all time before, the whole vitality of womankind was required to keep 
the human race alive. Continual childbearing, from the age of puberty 
onward, was needed to offset the dreadful toll of death. A woman might 
bear ten or twelve children, of whom only one or two might survive. Her whole 
life was spent in childbearing. The ancient cemeteries with their rows of little 


graves offer silent tribute to the racial sacrifice of women who in the end 


often laid down their own lives as well i in parturition. 


Today the static population is enough, almost too ‘much, and most infants 
are born into the world to live, not immediately to die. The small, modern 
family is an index of a basic social change. 


That women had the courage and the vision to immolate themselves upon 
the racial altar in those earlier aeons is significant of the contribution that 
they as a sex may be expected to make now, when at last when they may 
secure freedom. | 

As the development of the power wathine set the stage for an economic 
revolution, so preventive medicine coupled with the machine age, now sets 
the stage for a Feminist revolution. 


What was not possible before in the functional life of humanity is now 
not only possible but essential. The engine of altruism, womanhood, must be 


belted up to the machinery of government to set in motion the wheels that 
will carry civilization forward. 


Let’s Talk It Over 


HO does not remember the story of the wise father who, desiring his 

\/ son to learn the value of organization, gave the lad a single small 
stick and asked him to break it. This the boy did with great ease, 
whereupon. the father bound fifteen small sticks of the same size together and 
told his son to break the bundle. The boy tried and tried again, but in vain. 

It is well for Feminists to recall this story now, when upon the ability of 
women to organize their strength, so much depends. As individual units in 
the population women count politically, not at all; in groups of fifteen or 
more, bound together, in an organization, their strength is unbreakable. 

Can you not, today, set about organizing a group of your acquaintances, 
as a local branch of the National Woman’s Party? The Organization Com- 
mittee, at 19 W. Chase Street, Baltimore, Md., or your State Organization 
can send you an authorized set of by-laws and direction for the work, in detail. 


It is easy work and pleasant to carry through, and when accomplished on 
an adequate scale it will mean victory for the Equal Rights Amendment. 
At least send a letter to the Organization Committee and talk the matter over. 
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Work for the Equal Rights Amendment 


ENATOR TOWNSEND of Delaware 
and Hon. Louis Ludlow of Indiana 
introduced the Equal Rights Amendment 
in the United States Senate and in the 
House of Representatives on March 9, the 
opening day of the 73rd Congress. The 
proposed amendment is Joint Resolution 
No. 1. The amendment reads: 

“Men and women shall have Equal 
Rights throughout the United States and 
every place subject to its jurisdiction.” 

A committee from the National Wom- 
an’s Party was present to witness the in- 


troduction of the amendment. The com-- 


mittee assembled on the front steps of the 
Capitol prior to the opening of Congress 
to thank Senator Townsend and Repre- 
sentative Ludlow for their sponsorship 
of the Amendment. Among the members 
of this committee were: 

Maud Younger, Los Gatos, California, 
National Congressional Chairman of the 
Woman’s Party; Mrs. Dwight Clark, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, National Secretary of 
the Woman’s Party; Mrs. Rebekah Great- 
house, New Jersey, National Chairman of 
the Lawyers’ Council of the Woman’s 
Party; Mabel Van Dyke, District of Co- 
lumbia, National Chairman of the Young 
Women’s Council of the Woman’s Party ; 
Elsie Hill, Redding, Connecticut; Emily 
Newman, Chester, Pennsylvania, member 
Executive Committee of the National Gov- 
ernment Workers’ Council of the Wom- 
an’s Party; Mrs. Andrew Stewart, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, member of the Execu- 
tive Committee of District of Columbia 
Branch of the Woman’s Party; Iris C. 
Walker, Denver, Colorado; Mrs. Ashfield 
Stowe, San Francisco, California;. Ade- 
laide Johnson, District of Columbia; 
Mabel Griswold, Ruth Taun- 


ton, Los Angeles, California, representa- 
tive of California Business Women’s Leg- 
islative Council; Marion Stewart, Dis- 
trict of Columbia; Rose Houchins, Mis- 
souri; Katherine Pike, District of Colum- 


Following the introduction of the 
Amendment, Representative Ludlow 
made the following statement: 


The Equal Rights Amendment in- 
troduced in the 73rd Congress as 
- Joint Resolution No. 1, in both 

House and Senate, assumes today 
new and practical importance. 

Everywhere in this economic crisis 

laws are being proposed and passed 
depriving women of their paid em- 
ployment solely on the ground that 
they are women, or married. Equal- 
ity of men and women in the right 
to earn a living, as in all other rights, 
would be protected by the imcor- 
poration in the Constitution of the 
simply worded principle of the pro- 
posed amendment, which reads: 

_ “Men and women shall have Equal 
Rights throughout the United States 
and every place subject to its juris- 
diction.” 


bia; Marguerite I. Cox, Georgia; Emma 
Shaw, Pennsylvania, members Executive 
Committee of National Government 
Workers’ Council of the Woman’s Party. 
. Mrs. Louis Ludlow, wife of Representa- 
tive Ludlow, was among those in the 
House gallery who witnessed Mr. Ludlow 
introduce the Equal Rights Amendment. 

State branches should immediately or- 


ganize deputations to their United States 
Senators and Representatives to urge 
their support of Joint Resolution No. 1. 
In case it is impossible, on account of 
the distance, to send deputations to 
Washington, the State branches should 
send deputations to the local political 
leaders to explain the import of the 


amendment and to urge these leaders to 


communicate with the Congressmen, ask- 
ing them to vote for the Equal Rights 
Amendment. 

Some States are planning to send spe- 
cial Equal Rights automobiles to Wash- 
ington, driven by and filled with Woman’s 


- Party members, who will interview their 
Congressmen. 


Walking trips and air- 
plane flights from different States would 
also be appropriate at this juncture. 

The principal thing is to inform your 
Senators and Representatives, emphatic- 
ally and by every means that ingenuity 
can devise, that you expect your members 
of Congress to vote “Aye” on Joint Reso- 
lution No. 1. | 

As goon as you reach this point put 
Equal Rights down and step to the tele- 
phone, then call up, or telegraph, your 
members of Congress and tell them what 
your sentiments are. Do not wait. 
Procrastination is the thief of time. 

We can pass Joint Resolution No. 1 
this spring if we can get the existing 
sentiment for Equal Rights properly 
focused. Almost every woman in Amer- 
ica desires Equal Rights, and every citi- 
zen has a vote. Bring out the potential 
power of the ballot now. Ever since the 
female of the species came into being on 
this. planet, she has been waiting for 
Equal Rights. Let us not wait any lon- 
ger. We have waited too long as it is. 


~ 


Leading Feminists Express Sympathy 


of condolence have come to Equal 

Rights on the death of our beloved 
president Alva Belmont. Florence G. 
McFarlane, Hon. Secretary of the Six 
Point Group, London, England, writes, in 
a letter dated February 28: — 

“At our last Executive Committee meet- 
ing on Friday 17th inst., I was deputed to 
try to convey to you an adequate expres- 
sion of our heartfelt sympathy with you 
in the irretrievable loss you have sus- 
tained through the passing on of your 
honored President, Mrs. Belmont. 

“We feel ourselves well fitted to sym- 
pathize with her intimate colleagues. In 
the militant suffrage agitation, in the 
first dark days of misunderstanding en- 
dured by many of our Group as well as 
by our executive, we can remember com- 
fort and courage coming to us in prison 
or in, the home through the magnificent 


b ROM all parts of the world messages 


public support and countenance given to 
our cause by Mrs. Belmont. 

“Later on in these recent strenuous 
years we have worked, as you, hand-in- 
hand with this staunch Feminist comrade 
for Equal Nationality Rights. 

“We are determined to count her pass- 
ing on as a stimulus to further effective 
effort—to look upon her unfinished work 


as a behest that must be carried out—and 


quickly. 

“So I try to convey to you through our 
promised continued activity for Equal 
Rights a little comfort in your great be- 
reavement.” 

Gisela Urban, leading Austrian Femi- 
nist writes, from Vienna, under date of 
February 27: 

“First of all I beg you to accept my con- 
dolence on the death of Mrs. Belmont. 
The Feminist movement all over the world 
will miss this outstanding woman who 


has given such a fine example in the strug- 
gle for women’s freedom and women’s 
rights. I had the honor to meet Mrs. Bel- 
mont in 1913 in Budapest and in 1926 in 
Paris, and I shall never forget the mmpete: 
sion of her personality. 

“Please, will you be kind enough to give 
all the officers of the Woman’s Party the 
expression of my condolence? 

“Having heard the sad news, I wrote an 
article on the work of Mrs. Belmont which 
was published in the Newes Wiener Jour- 
nal. I wrote also for the Oesterreicherin 
some lines ‘In Memoriam,’ as unhappily 
we are forced to publish this paper in a 


very shortened form now. The article in 


the Neues Wiener Journal was a long 
appreciation.” 

It is a solace to know that women the 
world over feel with us in our great be- 
reavement. We deeply appreciate their 
kind expressions of sympathy. 
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Equal Rights 


Married Women and Paid Employment 


HERE has been much talk about 
L going back to the age of barter. If 

American women have to barter 
human liberty for marriage, we have come 
upon dark days indeed in this Republic. 
“Life, liberty and the pursuit of happi- 
ness,” Thomas Jefferson wrote in the 
Constitution we claim to cherish, but this 
movement to take jobs from married wom- 
en deliberately defies it. The right to work 
is an inalienable human right and no 
State or nation that believes in justice 
and freedom can fail to recognize this 
truth. To vote in a country where you 
have not the right to a job would be a 
farce. It is hard to imagine a more fool- 
ish or arbitrary proposal or one more con- 
trary to our American traditions. Is it 
for such rewards as this that women 
helped build a nation in the wilderness? 


As was well said recently in an able and 


lucid editorial in the Evening Sun, “to 
penalize women because they conform to 
the conventions of society in their love 
life is a strange reward for virtue.” 


It is hard to believe that individuals or | 
groups would deliberately set out to de- © 


stroy marriage at this time. Yet the 
practical result cannot be ignored. This 
unjust agitation against married women 
working has already broken up many es- 
tablished homes and prevented the estab- 
lishment of many others which could have 
been maintained only on the combined 
earnings of husband and wife. When the 
iniquitous “married. persons” clause in the 
Federal Economy Act threatened the live- 
lihood of many women in the employ of 
the National Government, one woman who 
was typical of many declared that rather 


than be divorced from the position she had 


spent ten long, hard years building up, 
she would be divorced, nominally at least, 
from her husband. And what could be 
more natural? Wouldn’t it stir a feeling 
of rebellion in any human being worthy of 
the name even to contemplate the possi- 


bility of being robbed of the work of a 


lifetime? Why should a woman who has 
spent years building up a record of effi- 
ciency, establishing a seniority rating and 
earning the right to a pension in her old 
age, have it all taken from her as a penalty 
for marriage? For the crime of marriage, 
a woman is deprived of her liberty to con- 
tract for her own services. The penalty 
for robbing a bank is less severe. Will 
sane women marry under such conditions? 

To put all married women out of the 
educational system and many other city 
departments would nullify huge invest- 
ments of money by a large number of 
women to prepare themselves for the 
work they are doing. This would be as 
piratical as the confiscation of any other 
property and just as illegal and unconsti- 
tutional. 

Who can have the temerity to set him- 


By Helen Elizabeth Brown 
Address Delivered Before Mass Meeting 
in Defense of Married Women's Right to 
Paid Employment, Held on March 7 in 
Baltimore, Md. The Meeting Was Spon- 
sored by the Business and Professional 
Women’s Council, Maryland Branch, Na- 

tional Woman's Party 


self up as judge of another’s economic 
needs? The idea of a law on the subject 
is as absurd as it would be ineffective. 
Legislation cannot take into consideration 
individual circumstances. Mrs. Roosevelt 
in a recent radio address condemned the 
attempt to deprive married women of 
gainful employment and cited as examples 
two instances. She said that if one mar- 
ried woman she knew gave up her job, 
four people would be out of work; and 
another, deprived of her employment, 
would cause several hundred men and 
women to lose their jobs. These cases are 
typical. For every married woman who 
gives up her job, at least several other 
people would lose work. : 

What could be more childish than to 
think conditions can be helped by dis- 
charging married women? That is nur- 
sery reasoning and if we follow it to its 
logical conclusion, where do we find our- 
selves? Every person who did not work 
from actual necessity would have to give 
his job to someone who did. Presidents 
of our largest corporations would have to 
give their jobs to the janitors who had 
been laid off. If people are to be employed 


. on the basis of need rather than ability, 


our whole economic structure will have 
to be changed. It is hard to imagine 
what would happen then as those longest 
on needs are generally shortest on ability. 
When such changes come to pass we will 


have to have a new set of prohibition 


agents to prevent any family from having 
more than one wage-earner. 

Matrimony, after all, has nothing to do 
with the rights of citizens. It is just as 
much a crime for a husband to have a wife 
as it is for a wife to have a husband. The 
sooner these would-be reformers recognize 
this fact the better it will be for every- 
one—including the taxpayer whose direct 
interest in this matter seems to have been 
completely overlooked, as usual. : 

It is interesting to see just where the 
taxpayer does come in. In these times 
when working forces must necessarily be 
curtailed, taxpayers have a right to ex- 
pect that the most capable municipal em- 
ployees will be retained regardless of their 
marital state. The most efficient private 
corporations which are weathering the de- 
pression have found this policy a wise 
one and are following it. Those which 
adopted the short-sighted and unsound 
economic policy of discharging efficient 
women employees because they were mar- 


ried are the ones who are now howling 
loudest for financial aid from the Federal 
Government. 

Mr. Leon Abramson, delegate from the 
Fourth District of Baltimore, I am 
ashamed to say for I live in the Fourth 
District, was responsible for the out- 
rageous questionnaires sent only to those 
city employes who are married women. 
Mr, Abramson could better earn his salary 
from the taxpayers by conducting an in- 
vestigation of the instances in the State 
Government where three or more salaries 
are paid to one man. His idea of economy 
for the taxpayers of Baltimore City seems 
to be to keep married women who are 
attending to the business of the city and 
educating the children of Baltimore so 
harrassed and worried that they are un- 


able efficiently to perform their duties. 


It is impossible for them to devote their 
best efforts to their jobs when they are 
kept in a perpetual turmoil about losing 
those jobs. 

Never have I seen or heard of such un- 
reasonable and unjustifiable prying into 
private, personal lives as the inquisition 
that was recently conducted at the City 
Hall. The legal, Constitutional and funda- 
mental human rights of the women con- 
cerned were deliberately trampled under 
foot. When, as legislative chairman of 
the Business and Professional Women’s 
Council, I wrote to Mayor Jackson pro- 
testing against the injustice and unfair- 
nes of it and pointing out that the women 
would be justified in standing on their . 
rights and refusing to answer such ques- 
tions and would have to be protected in 
such refusal, the Mayor told me that the 
women did not have to answer the ques- 
tionnaries if they did not want to. They 
wouldn’t dare ask men to answer such 
questions and expect to get away with it. 
I am surprised that the Mayor permitted 
such a thing, but I am more surprised 
that women submitted to such an outrage. 
When there is an attempt to violate your 
rights you must stand up for them and 
protect them. The school teachers in 
particular are especially protected by a 
State law which expressly prohibits any 
discrimination against them. It was 
passed for the benefit of teachers and 
only teachers can complain when it is 
violated. You have only yourselves to 
blame if you do not force officials, poli- 
ticians and others to respect your rights 
which have been secured by law. 

We have successfully repudiated many 
unjust movements in this country and we 
shall do so in this case. The present 
hysteria will grow worse unless women 
put an end to such nonsense. Strong and 
effective organization will do it. The Busi- 


ness and Professional Women’s Council 


has tried to meet this need for organiza- 
tion among business and professional 
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women. Its purpose is actively to pro- 
tect rights already gained and to secure 
others. It is an aim which requires con- 
stant and unrelenting effort. We fre 
always glad to welcome into the organiza- 
tion those whose interests we serve. Not 


the least of our plans is to keep the type 
of person who proposes foolish schemes 
out of official positions. This is a preven- 
tive remedy which must be applied at elec- 
tion time. That is why we must have a 
strong organization which is always on 
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the job. Never was it needed more than 
now. That is why we ask you to come in 
to help fight your battles. This sort of 
thing has got to stop and it is up to the 
women and other fair-minded citizens to — 
stop it. 


New York Women Protest Unequal Laws 


HEARING on a number of bills 
A to provide special labor laws for 
women was held before a joint 
committee on labor of the Senate and 


Assembly in the Assembly Chamber at 


Albany, New York, on March 2. | 
The Assembly Chamber was crowded 
with men and women who were there to 


appear for or against a long list of labor 


bills which had nothing to do with women, 
so that most of the time allotted to propo- 
~ nents and opponents of special labor legis- 
lation for women was used for the presen- 
tation of arguments for and against vari- 
ous minimum wage bills for women and 
minors before the committee. 

Speakers for the minimum wage bills, 
outside of the State Federation of Labor 
and a garment workers’ union affiliated 
with the American Federation of Labor, 
were representatives of social welfare and 
civic groups. In the propaganda given to 
the press it was represented that huge 
numbers of women are back of the drive 
for this legislation. A glance at the list 
of organizations. supporting it does not 
confirm this claim. In addition, we are 
- inclined to believe that the majority of 
these groups have not been given an op- 
portunity to hear both sides of the ques- 
tion debated. 

An almost tearful plea was made for a 
minimum wage law on the ground that 
women are working for starvation wages 
and stories were told of the sufferings and 
amount of pay of individual sweatshop 
workers who are toiling long hours. 
Whether intentional or not, the plea at 


the hearing was as misleading as all of 


the propaganda in the way of press re- 
leases, magazine articles and _ public 
speeches have been, in that it has been set 
forth that “workers” are being exploited 
and then one hears that “men can look 
after themselves” and the legislation is 
for women and minors! 

Dr. Eveline Burns, a former member of 
the British Ministry of Labor, spoke in 
favor of minimum wage legislation for 
“workers” and then urged the passage of 
a law for women and minors! 

An employer told of the difficulty of 
meeting sweatshop competition and urged 
the passage of a law for women on that 
ground. 

Some time previous to the hearing the 
following groups, most of them being 
organizations of wage-earning women, 
sent a letter to Governor Lehman and 
members of the Legislature in opposition 
to minimum wage legislation unless 


amended to apply to all workers: 
New York State Federation of Women’s 
Clubs; New York League of Business and 
Professional Women; National Woman’s 
Party; National Association of Women 
Lawyers; American Alliance of Civil Ser- 
vice Women (N. Y. Chapter); Brooklyn 
Women’s Bar Association; Business and 
Professional Women’s Council of New 
York State; Women’s Equal Opportunity 
League; National Woman’s Real Estate 
Association ; Brooklyn-Manhattan Transit 
Women’s League. 
These are only a few of the women’s or- 


ganizations in New York that are on rec- 
ord against special labor laws for women. 


Jane Norman Smith, of the National 


_ Woman’s Party, in introducing speakers 


in opposition to the bills, asked that all 
bills before the committee which apply 
to women alone be amended to apply to 
all workers, or else defeated. 

“The organizations represented by me 
concede that owing to the present depres- 
sion workers in many industries are re- 


ceiving pitifully low. wages and we are 
stirred by that situation as well as the 


other side. Nevertheless, it seems to us 
a most fantastic idea try to remedy 
this condition and stabNize industry by 
the passage of minimum wage legislation 
for women.” 

Mrs. Smith pointed out that under the 
minimum wage law for women in Cali- 
fornia thousands. of women have been 
thrown out of work and replaced by men; 
that it has been impossible to hold to the 
$16 minimum established ; that the Indus- 


trial Welfare Commision made a ruling 


which allowed women to work as appren- 
tices for a wage of $9 to $12 a week, which 
resulted in the dismissal by unscrupulous 
employers of experienced workers, who in 


many cases were rehired as apprentices 


at $9 a week. 
The chairman of the committee inter- 
rupted with the question: “Don’t you 
know that is happening right here in New 
York?” The reply was that women in 
California are being replaced by men who 
are willing to work for less than the mini- 
mum established and if, under the Cali- 
fornia minimum wage law, experienced 
women are receiving the same treatment 
accorded women workers in New York, why 
add such a law to the New York statutes? 
Attention was again called to the dis- 
missal of scrubwomen by Harvard Uni- 
versity when the Massachusetts Minimum 
Wage Board ordered an increase in their 
wages. The women were replaced by men. 


The committee was reminded that mini- 
mum wage legislation in England, Aus- 
tralia and New Zealand applies to all 
workers and not to women alone. — 

Senator Desmond arose and said that 
he agreed that minimum wage legislation 
should apply to all workers but thought 
it might be more difficult to have such a 
law held constitutional and for that rea- 
son he favored a law for women. He was 
reminded that the United States Supreme 
Court has declared a minimum wage law 
for women unconstitutional and that 
since minimum wage rulings are in effect 
for public employees, both men and wom- 
en, in cities and States, it is hard to see 
why a measure for both men and women 
would not have a reasonable chance to 
be considered constitutional. 

Josephine Casey, field worker for the 
National Woman’s Party, brought to the 
hearing a message from women workers 
in up-State cities where she has been or- 
ganizing industrial councils. “These wom- 
en cannot leave their work to travel to Al- 
bany to tell you how much they oppose 
this discriminatory legislation,” she said. 
“Industry is migrating because of restric- 
tive laws for women and when it reaches 
a new place it always starts at a lower 
wage scale.” | 

Frances Marlatt, of Mt. Vernon, lawyer 
and representative of the State Federation 
of Business and Professional Women’s 
Clubs, in asking for an amendment to 
apply to all workers, said that any mini- 
mum wage law which affects women only 
discriminates against women and might 
be held unconstitutional as unjust and 
unreasonable class legislation. 

The last speaker, Anita Pollitzer, mem- 
ber of the New York City Executive Com- 
mittee of the Woman’s Party, said: 

“Mr. Chairman, if you and your com- 
mittee were here to try to ‘control the low 
wage situation,’ as has been stated, the 
National Woman’s Party would not be 
here in opposition. But you are discuss- 
ing a minimum wage law, not for workers, 
but for women and children, and that we 
oppose. 

“At present we all know there is vicious 
wage cutting. No one would deny that 
in many instances wages are outrageously 
low—but the remedy does not lie in pass- 
ing restrictive legislation which makes it 
harder for women to get work, and harder 
to keep work. 

“If you decide here that legislation in 
regard to a minimum wage is wise, pass 
that legislation for workers. It is almost 
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unbelievable that one would want to draft 
equal legislation for women and their chil- 
dren, whom they work to protect. Would 
you men of New York find it helpful if 
you legislated for men and children? 
“When I drove to the Grand Central 


Station this morning I passed about 


twenty people outside of the door of a 
certain industry. They had advertised 
for one or two workers perhaps, but let 
us say 18 men and two women were in 
line. At a time like this, when there is 
no scarcity of labor, do you think passing 
a law like the Dunnigan-Steingut Act, 


which in every way sets women as a class 
apart, is the helpful course to take from 
the standpoint of the woman worker? 

“Governor Lehman in his message to 
you on minimum wage legislation says: 
‘IT am confident I voice the needs of indus- 
try in urging the necessity of assuring a 
bottom level of wages so as to avoid the 
continuous downward spiral of lower 
wages, lower prices, lower purchasing 
power and higher unemployment.’ If 
Governor Lehman urged this ‘bottom level’ 
of wages for workers, we would not be in 
opposition. 


Equal Rights 


“Governor Lehman in his message says: 
‘I am aware of the fears that are enter- 
tained, particularly in these nervous days, 
of imposing additional burdens upon in- 
dustry. I regard the minimum wage law 
not as a burden but as a protection to 
industry from unfair attacks.’ If this is 
a protection, why not extend it, at this 
critical time, to all workers? 


“The Woman’s Party asks for a fair 
field and no favor, for justice and equality 
rather than special privilege and the han- 
dicap of protection.” 


- Nationality in the Last Congress 


day before Congress came to an 

end, the United States Senate 
passed unanimously a bill to give the 
American mother the same power now 
possessed by the American father, to 
transmit United States citizenship to a 
child. 

Into that sentence is packed a drama as 
intense as Euripides’ “Trojan Women” 
with Andromache waging a battle 2,000 
years old for her rights, for what might 
be called the age-old right of mother- 
hood. In that beautiful Greek tragedy 
the prophetic chorus wailed: 

‘“‘Woe for the mother that bare thee, child, 
Thread so frail of a hope so high, - 
That Time hath broken: and all men 

smiled 
About thy cradle, and, passing by, 
Spoke of thy father’s majesty. 
Low, low, thou liest!” 
And as Andromache cried from the walls 
of Troy: “I have lost my child, my own!” 
the soldiers closed around her. 

The tragedy is the same today, only 
the scene has shifted from the walls of 
Troy to the United States Capitol, and 
the play would read: “The law closes 
around her.” 

Through all the parliaments of man, 
law has been written on the assumption 
that only the father transmits his nation- 
ality to the child. The mother is simply 
not taken into account. 

Under the present law, an American 
mother’s child, if born abroad of an alien 
father is an alien, and she, the mother, 
may bring it back to her own country only 
as an alien. 

To review briefly the story; the first act 
of American women upon gaining suffrage 
was to establish their nationality rights 
in the so-called Cable Law of 1922. This 
law, heralding the new power of women to 
secure their full Equal Rights, was not 
complete in all of its details. In 1930, 
and again in 1931, by amendments to this 
law, other large sections of women re- 
ceived more complete equal nationality 
rights. These amendments left a few re- 
maining discriminations against women 


O N March third at six o’clock, the 


By Iris Calderhead Walker 


in their nationality rights and also left 
them without the important right to 
transmit their nationality to their chil- 
dren born abroad. 


Early in the Seventy-second Congress a 
measure to remove these remaining dis- 
crimtinations was introduced by Repre- 
sentative Cable in the House and by Sena- 
tor Copeland in the Senate, and although 
hearings were held in the House Commit- 


tee, it was impossible to get action. About 


a month before the adjournment of Con- 
gress, however, the Senate Committee was 
induced to attach our measure as a rider 
to. another immigration bill which had 
already passed the House and to report 
the Cable-Copeland bill thus incorporated 
in Senator King’s bill. As Senator King’s 
bill had already passed the House, this 


‘action by the Senate Committee made it 


unnecessary to pass the House again and 
eliminated the long and arduous work of 
securing further committee hearings, 


After innumerable delays, as late as 
February 10, 1933, the measure was re- 
ported favorably by the committee and 
placed upon the calendar of the Senate. 


Only the approval of the House conferees 


was necessary if it should pass the Senate 
so there seemed a hope of success even 
though there were only a few remaining 
days of the session. Therefore a most in- 
tensive campaign was begun upon the 
Senate. 


Fortunately, at this time, women were 
coming into Washington from all over 
the country preparatory to the inaugural 
ceremonies of the new administration and 
Alva Belmont House was thronged with 
visitors from far away States, all of 
whom, quickly made acquainted with the 
impending hope and possibility of imme- 
diate action in the Senate, went directly 
from National Woman’s Party Head- 
quarters to the Capitol to interview their 
Senators. Within a few days the 96 Sena- 
tors of the United States Senate were 
polled and not a single word in opposition 
was heard. 


For the direction of the campaign Alice 
Paul was on hand to guide the work with 
her incomparable leadership, which is such 
an inspiration to everyone. Anita Pollit- 
zer, national vice-chairman, reached by 
telephone at midnight, came quickly on a 
night train with the writer and began inter- 
viewing the Senators who had co-operated 
with her in so many campaigns. Elsie Hill 
of Connecticut arranged appointments 


and guided the visiting members of the 


Woman’s Party in the ways of lobbying 
their Senators. The Maryland Branch 
sent Emilie A. Doetsch to interview the 
Maryland Senators. 3 

All was smooth sailing and not a cloud 
upon the horizon. Complete equal nation- 
ality was about to become law in the safe 
routine of calendar procedure, when Sat- 
urday morning, on February 25, on the 
call of the calendar, Senator Reed arose 
and stated that he had a letter from the 
State Department asking for hearings. 
This was a bolt from the blue. The State 
Department not only had had the entire 
past two years in which to report its 


views to the Senate Committee but even 


prior to that, when Burnita Matthews 


first drafted the bill, she took it to the | 


State Department and to the Naturali- 
zation Bureau of the Department of 
Labor. She then incorporated all of the 
suggestions made by the Department 
of Labor in the draft, but the State De- 
partment made no suggestions as to any 
changes in the bill. Moreover, during the 
two years of the Congress, the State De- 
partment had neglected to prepare an 
alternative draft or to present its views 
regarding this bill. That the State De- 
partment should ask for hearings, having 
done nothing during the two years was 
astounding. Senator Reed, who himself 
was not aware of just what the Depart- 
ment’s objection was, is a close student 
of immigration laws and was in duty 
bound to make sure that such legislation 
would be satisfactory to the State Depart- 
ment. He therefore asked that considera- 
tion be postponed until he should have 
time to learn the Department’s views. 

We turned away from the Capitol at 
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March 18, 1933 


noon Saturday, the calendar day over, 
apparently our work entirely undone. It 
was late that afternoon when we finally 
received a copy of the letter which the 
Department had sent to the committee, 
asking for a hearing. We hoped to find 
therein some reason which could explain 
this extraordinary eleventh-hour activity. 
The letter was a long and bewildering 
statement of grievances on the necessity 
for consulting the Department about such 
legislation and pointing out a possible in- 
crease in nationals as undesirable at this 
time, completely ignoring the principle of 
equality involved which they alleged to 
be a policy of the Deparement. 

Mr. Cable immediately got in touch 
with Mr. Stimson, Secretary of State, who 
said the entire subject was in the hands 
of Mr. Carr who had full authority to 
act in the matter. 

Meanwhile Mrs. Hilles had fortunately 
been keeping her neighbors in Pennsyl- 
vania informed of our progress and two 


representatives of the Teacher’s Associa- 


tion of Pennsylvania, Arabelle Clark and 
Mrs. Cummings, wired our National Head- 
quarters that they would be in Washing- 
ton on Sunday morning for an appoint- 


ment with Senator Reed. It is not an 


easy matter to break into the one day of 
rest a Senator has after the days and 
nights of intensive and heated debate 
which characterize the closing hours of 
the last session, but Senator Reed, con- 
scientiously wishing to know the facts, 
made an appointment for Sunday after- 
noon with Miss Clark and Mrs. Cum- 
mings. He assured them that he only 
wanted the State Department’s objections 
removed. 

Meanwhile the lobby of the Senate con- 
tinued and during this time over fifteen 
women’s organizations in New York alone 
sent appeals to Senator Copeland urging 
him to continue to give his energetic sup- 
port to the measure. Mr. George Gordon 
Battle, among others, sent a telegram to 
Senator Copeland as the author of the 
bill appealing to him not to let the 
Congress die accomplishing nothing for 
women. 

Beginning that Sunday morning and 
for days following, Miss Paul, Mrs. Hilles 
(Mr. Carr had served in the Department 
when her father, Thomas F. Bayard, was 
Secretary of State), Mrs. Matthews, Miss 
Berrien and Mr. Cable went repeatedly to 
the State Department to try to reach an 
agreement upon the text which would 
meet the Department’s objections. That 
Sunday they went to Mr. Carr’s house to 
try to get him to withdraw the State 
Department’s objections and asked him 
to hurry as rapidly as possible with their 
proposed nationality bill which in two 
years the Department had failed to have 
ready, and to send the draft to Alva Bel- 
mont House. This draft came late Sun- 
day afternoon. 


All day Monday and Tuesday were con- 
sumed with the State Department’s ob- 
jections and finally late Tuesday after- 
noon a compromise was agreed upon 
which was accepted by Mr. Raymond F. 
Crist, Chief of the Bureau of Naturali- 
zation of the Department of Labor, by 
Mr. Cable, by Mr. Boots, legislative Coun- 
sel of the Senate and by the National 
Woman’s Party. Thereupon this com- 
promise was taken to Mr. Hackworth, the 
State Department Solicitor, by Mr. Crist, 


Mrs. Matthews and Miss Paul. Mr. Hack- 


worth stated that he wished to consult 
offitials of the State Department before 
acting finally. 


ARLY Wednesday morning, Mrs. Mat- 
thews, Miss Paul and Mr. Cable, anx- 
iously hoping to have a decision reached 


before the Senate convened at ten o’clock, 


went to the Department even before the 
offices were open, and there waited to meet 
Mr. Hackworth and Mr. Flournoy, head of 
the section dealing with nationality in the 
State Department, who were assisting Mr. 
Carr in this matter. Mr. Hackworth and 
Mr. Flournoy announced that they would 
accept the compromise and have it typed 
in their office as it met their approval. This 
agreement was, however, reached very re- 
luctantly by all the groups, other than 
the State Department, because although 
it established equality between the father 


and mother, it made it almost impossible 


for either a father or a mother, when the 
child was born abroad and the other 
parent was not an American, to give na- 
tionality to that child. 

The State Department even agreed to 
send word to Senator Reed and to other 
Senators with whom it had previously 
communicated that it had withdrawn its 
objections and to tell the Senators that 
the Department was sending them this 
compromise draft. 

All day we waited for this draft in 
order to satisfy the Senators who only 
wanted to know that the measure was 
sanctioned by the State Department. Late 
that afternoon, discovering that the De- 
partment had not sent the draft and had 
not communicated to the Senators as they 
promised, that they had withdrawn their 
objections, Miss Paul asked Mr. Flournoy 
the reason for the delay. He replied that 


_ the Department had changed its mind as 


to the agreement of the morning and had 
decided that the question of the illegiti- 
mate child should be incorporated in the 
bill. The subject was not even mentioned 
in the draft agreed to that morning. _ 
All day long, Senators interested in the 
bill under the pressure of only three more 
legislative days ahead, responded quickly, 
almost on the run from committee to com- 
mittee, “All right, we’ll go ahead,” when 
the message came that Mr, Flournoy had 
repudiated the morning agreement at 
three o’clock that afternoon and was open- 
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ing up a whole new set of controversial 
matters. We had to go back to the Sena- 
tors, here, there and everywhere, in com- 
mittee rooms, in conference, getting them 
off the floor of the Senate, seeing them as 
they came through the corridors, and tell 

_them that once more the State Depart- 
ment wanted an entirely new subject 
added to the bill. 

By this time the most amazing bewilder- 
ment and befuddlement was created in 
_the minds of the Senators by this reversal 
of the State Department. 

Long series of conferences then began 
with the State Department on the sub- 
ject of the illegitimate child. | 

Finally late Thursday afternoon, with 
one remaining day of Congress Elsie Hill 
went into the State Department to see 
Mr. Carr, who in his early years in the 
service of the State Department had 
known her father, the Honorable Ebene- 


- zeer J. Hill, Member of the Congress from 


Connecticut, She explained to Mr. Carr 
that the measure was on the eve of pas- 
sage when the State Department at the 
eleventh hour began this campaign of con- 
fusion, befuddlement and bewilderment as 
to the contents of the bill which served to 
obstruct passage until their very contro- 
versial points were met. 

The State Department with all of its 
prestige, time and money had had ample 
opportunity to prepare a nationality bill 
but had done nothing. Women had been 
working at personal sacrifice ahd had 
drawn this bill which was admittedly 
agreeable to everyone and they were not 
willing to submit patiently to this delay. 

Mr. Carr picked up the telephone and 
telephoned to Senator Reed’s office but 
even he was not able to penetrate the 
barricade of committee walls surrounding 
these men, however, he reached the Sena- 
tor’s secretary and assured him that the 
State Department would be agreeable to 
the draft which had been handed Senator 
Reed. This message came too late to the 
Capitol on Thursday afternoon to get any 
action on the calendar that day. 

At nine-thirty on Friday morning Mr. 
Crist, who had been faithfully keeping 
the Senator informed about the status of 
the bill was on hand at Senator Reed’s 
office to give him the official word from 
the Labor Department that it would be 
glad to have immediate action. Word 
went quickly around the Senate that 
Senator Reed, who had acted as Depart- 
ment spokesman in asking for delay the 
week before, was now satisfied and we 
were assured by Senators that our bill 
would be taken up on the calendar. 

The bill was on the calendar, but this 
was the last legislative day and it was 
now at ten o’clock necessary to give notice 
to Senator King, in charge of the bill; to 
give notice to Senator Copeland in charge 
of our section of the bill; to inform the 
members of the steering committee in 
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charge of routine of legislation that we 


were ready for action; and then to get 
Senators to press for calendar considera- 
tion. 

As late as Friday noon, Senators would 
say, “Oh, I am for the measure but you 
don’t think we are going to act on that 
the last day?” 

By afternoon, eulogies and farewells 


began the severance of old friendships and 


old ties and friendly enmities, taking up 
the time of the Senate. Still we waited 
and urged. Our national chairman, Mrs. 


Organization Committee of the 
National Woman’s Party, of which 
Edith Houghton Hooker is chairman, is 
planning a second conference of Party 
workers, to be held on May 27 and 28, at 
Alva Belmont House and the Dodge Ho- 
tel, Washington, D. C. All of the busi- 
ness sessions will be held in the garden 
house of the Dodge Hotel and will be ‘open 
to the public. 


Registration of delegates will ‘take 
place at 10.30 A. M. Saturday, May 27, 
followed at 11 A. M. by a program de- 


voted to organization methods and spon- 
sored by the State branches. 

The afternoon session, beginning at 2.15 
P. M. on May 27, will be sponsored by the 


cil. 

A luncheon and a dinner will be fea- 
tured on the first day of the conference. 
On May 28 the sessions will begin at 10.50 
A. M., with a series of round tables. In 
order to provide an opportunity for those 


desiring to attend services in the beauti-— 


ful churches of Washington, purely gen- 
eral subjects, such as publicity methods, 
literature and EquaL RiIGHTs magazine, 
will be discussed at the round tables on 
Sunday morning. 

A luncheon at 12.30 P. M., an afternoon 
session, conducted by the Industrial Coun- 
cil, and at tea in the garden of Alva Bel- 
mont House will bring the conference to a 
close at 6 P. M. on May 28. 

Those who remember the first confer- 
ence of Party workers, held two years ago, 
will recall that there was not space enough 
in the garden house to seat all of the 
guests who desired to attend the dinner. 
Reservations for the dinner will be care- 
fully listed in the order in which they are 
made, and those who apply first will have 
their seats reserved in the garden house. 
Late comers will be served in the alcove 
of the Dodge Hotel. The price of the din- 
ner will be $1.50 per cover. The price of 
the luncheon, 75 cents per cover. Single 
rooms at the Dodge Hotel are from $2 to 
$5; double rooms from $2.50 to $7. It is 
most important that reservations should 
be made early to insure good and inex- 
pensive accommodations. 


Business and Professional Women’ 8 | Coun- 


Hilles, came from Delaware and remained 
in the reception room of the Senate all 


day conferring with various Senators and. 
arousing their interest in moving that the: 


calendar be considered. 

At last word came that the Senate was 
considering the calendar and at fifteen 
minutes after six, the bill equalizing our 
nationality laws for men and women in 
the right of transmitting their nation- 
ality passed the Senate by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Following the adjournment of the Sen- 


Emilie A. Doetsch is chairman of the 
general committee on arrangements. All 
communications regarding the conference 
should be addressed to Miss Doetsch at 
14 Merrymount Road, Baltimore, Mary- 
land. 


It is hoped that those planning to at- 


tend the conference will not use the Bal- 
timore & Ohio Railroad, as this line dis- 
criminates most unfairly against mar- 
ried women. 


Speak 


ARIE BAURENSCHMIDT, secre. 


tary of the Public School Associa- 
tion and one of Baltimore’s outstanding 
women, will address the Baltimore City 
Branch of the National Woman’s Party 


on Tuesday, March 21, at 3 P. M., at 19 
West Chase-street:. -Her-subject-will be: 


“Criticizing the Critics of Public Educa- 
tion.” The meeting sas be open to the 
general public. 

The annual meeting of the Baltimore 


‘City Branch for the election of officers 
and the transaction of other business will — 
be held at the Woman’s City Club on 


Tuesday, March 28, at 12 M: After the 
business session there will be a luncheon, 
when several prominent speakers will 
make addresses. 


Montana Announces Interesting 
ROGRAMS meant to attract many 
women and produce publicity of value 

to the cause have been announced by the 

Montana State chairman, Mathilde Am- 

men of Missoula. 

On the evening of March 2 there was 
an informal. meeting of members of the 


Montana State Branch, with short talks 


by those present on matters of special 
importance, followed by discussion. The 
following week there was a dinner pro- 
gram, with Mrs. F. E. Miller, wife of the 
professor of history and political science 
at the University of Missoula, as the fea- 
tured speaker. 

Plans are being made for another din- 


her program in April, when Robert C. 


Line, dean of the office of business ad- 
ministration, University of Missoula, will 
speak, Mr. Line is one of the most popu- 
lar speakers in the State. 

Mrs. C. H. Clapp, wife of the seeatient 


Equal. Rights. 


ate that evening, at six-thirty, the meas- 


ure was sent to the House which met at 
nine-thirty.’ But between nine-thirty and 
twelve there was not time for the House 
to agree to the Senate amendments made 
to the bill which had already passed the 
House. It therefore failed to become a 
law, although passed by both Houses of 
Congress. 

The fact that the bill received such un- 


qualified approval gives us great hope of 


the passage of the measure early in the © 
new Congress. 


News from the Field 


Party Workers’ Conference, May 27-28 


of the university in Missoula, has been 


invited to speak at the May meeting. Mrs. 


Clapp is a charming woman, with much 
thought and depth in her lectures. 


Hearing on Equality Reservation 
HEARING on the proposed resolu- 
tion, recently introduced in the Gen- 
eral Assembly of Maryland, advocating 
United States entrance to the World 
Court, was held on March 14 in Annapo- 
lis, Maryland. 

The Maryland Branch of the National 
Woman’s Party is sponsoring an amend- 
ment to this resolution, providing that in 
case the United States enters the World 
Court, it shall do so only with the proviso 
that the laws to be administered by the 


2 Court shall contain. no. equalities based 
on sex. 


~ Dora G. Ogle, legislative chairman of 


the Baltimore County Branch of the Na- 


tional Woman’s Party, arranged the hear- 
ing and presided. Among the speakers 
were Mrs. Theodore W. Forbes, Mrs. 
Harvey W. Wiley, Iris C. Walker, Flor- 
ence M. Laynor, Rebekah Greathouse, 
Mrs. Louis K. Gutman, Amelia H. Walker, 
and Elizabeth McGing. 


Woman's Party Joins 
HE membership of the National Coun- 
cil of Women, already approximating 
5,000,000, has been augmented in the past 
few weeks by the addition of five new 
member organizations which will partici- 
pate in the Council’s exhibit at the Cen- 
tury of Progress. They are: The Wom- 
en’s League of ‘the United Synagogue of 
America, Mrs. Samuel Spiegel, president ; 
Hadassah, Mrs. Samuel Halprin, presi- 
dent; United Order of True Sisters, Rose 
Deutschberger, president; National Wom- 
an’s Party, Florence Bayard Hilles, na- 
tional chairman; and Women’s National 
Aeronautical Association, Mrs. Clark 
Stearns, president. Together they repre- 
sent a membership of about 70,000. 
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